
> T I O K N C Y I  h T  L A W  

December IO,  2002 R ECE ED 

Marlene H .  Dortch, Esq. 
Secrctary 
Federal Comniunications Coininisslon 
415 - 12th Street, SW, Room 8B201 
M'ashin$m, DC 20554 

DEC 1 n 2002 

Re: Review of the Sccrion 251 Unbundling OhligdtlOnS of Incumbent Local Exchange 
Carriers 
CC Docket Nos. 01-338, 96-98, 98-147 
Notice of Oral Ex Parte Communication 

Dear Ms. Dortch: 

Carrington Phill ip and Dougl;iss Garrett of Cox Communications, Inc. and thc 
Liiiclcrsigned m c l  today with Christopher 1,ihertelli of Chairman Powell's oflicc concerning 
issues relating to Lhc provisioning of subloop eleinents in the above-referenced proceeding. Tlic 
substance o f the  meeting i s  summariled on the att;iched documeni, which \vas Ipro\'icled to MI.. 
Liherlell i during thc meeting. 

In accordance with the i-equircmcnis ol 'Scct ion 1,1206 of thc C:oinmission's I-LIICS. [ h e  
original and l i v e  copies ol'this letter are being submitted Lo your ofl ice on this claw and :I copy 
o i ' i h i s  letter i s  being sent to Mr. Libcrtcll i. 

Please inform me i f  a n y  questions should arisc in connection with this letter 

Sinccrely, 

I 

J.G. Harrington 

JGHi\,ll 

cc (w/o attach.): Chrislophcr D. Libertelli, Esq. 



SUBLOOP ISSUES 

C’ertain ILECs impose unreasonable conditions when transferring customers in 
MTWMDU environments. 

I Sonic ILECs refuse Lo permit Cos to perfoi-ni the physical cliangeovcr necessary to 
iiistall service. 

I Onc ILEC, lor instance, rcqiiii-cs special coiislructioii to create a new terminal hlocl\, 
Ihcn rcquires h a t  its own lechnicians perfomi any changeovers. This resulls in delays 
of up four months lo enkr  a building, plus separate delays for each installation and 
imposes unnecessary costs. 

I 11.1 wcl l  over 100,000 MTEIMDU installations, Cox has expericnced only a handful of 
incidcnts, none of which have threatened network integrity or customer safety. 

Not all ILECs impose these requirements. 

I W h e n  Lhc ILEC docs not interfere, Cox performs the changeover, which involves 
inioving iviriiig only on the ctistonier side of the ILEC tenuinal block (or NID). Tliis 
is exaclly lhe approach the Coiiimissioii adopted i n  the L’Lrgin/ri Avb/lf-ciliotr Ovt io .  

I Cox does not impose similar teqLIiremcrnts 011 I l~ECs switching custorne1.s back froin 
Cox. even when Cox is the ptiinai-y cari-ier scrving the building. 

The  Commission should apply the I’irghiu ilrhifrafioii Order approach to subloop 
unbundling generally. 

I CLECs should be pcrniillcd to perfoiin changeovel-s without interference, subject to 
the requirement thal (hey rcport any instances in which they are using ILEC subloops 
so they can he charged properly. 

I Charges should rcflect the cost orthc subloop itself, and should not include any costs 
ibi- technician dispatch or labor uiilcss those costs actually are incurred. 


